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SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR ENABLING 
SITE FAILOVER IN AN APPLICATION 

SERVER ENVIRONMENT 

CLAIM OF PRIORITY 

This application claims the bene?t of US. Provisional 
Patent Application No. 60/740,528; entitled “SYSTEM AND 
METHOD FOR ENABLING SITE FAILOVER IN AN 
APPLICATION SERVER ENVIRONMENT”; inventor 
Prasad Peddada; ?led Nov. 29, 2005, and incorporated herein 
by reference. 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

This application is related to US. patent application “SYS 
TEM AND METHOD FOR PROVIDING SINGLETON 
SERVICES IN A CLUSTER”; Inventor: Prasad Peddada; 
Ser. No. 11/396,826; Filed Apr. 4, 2006, and subsequently 
issued on Nov. 4, 2008 as US. Pat. No. 7,447,940, which 
claims the bene?t of US. provisional patent application 
“SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR PROVIDING SINGLE 
TON SERVICES IN A CLUSTER”; Inventor: Prasad Ped 
dada; Ser. No. 60/736,718; Filed Nov. 15, 2005, both ofwhich 
applications are incorporated herein by reference. 

COPYRIGHT NOTICE 

A portion of the disclosure of this patent document con 
tains material which is subject to copyright protection. The 
copyright owner has no objection to the facsimile reproduc 
tion by anyone of the patent document or the patent disclo 
sure, as it appears in the Patent and Trademark Of?ce patent 
?le or records, but otherwise reserves all copyright rights 
whatsoever. 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The invention relates generally to application servers, net 
worked computers, and clusters of computers, and particu 
larly to a system and method for enabling site failover in an 
application server or clustered environment. 

BACKGROUND 

In recent years, with increased use of enterprise computing 
and services, companies have desired to provide computing 
facilities in various geographical locations for better perfor 
mance. Furthermore, to better prepare for potential natural or 
man-made disasters, companies have desired to co-locate 
important data in different locations so that if the facilities at 
one location are damaged, another location is available to 
continue working. 

In large organizations, clusters of computers are often 
used. A cluster is typically a network of two or more clusters 
or sets of computer nodes, each of which are essentially 
identical, and each of which provide the same services or 
resources. The nodes are grouped together to form a cen 
trally-accessible set of resources. Since each node in a cluster 
is essentially identical, when one cluster node fails while 
performing a task or providing a service, another node in the 
cluster can automatically take over providing that service. 
More recently, application server customers have 

expressed a desire to provide failover services across two or 
more clusters for HTTP sessions. With traditional systems, 
the only workaround technique available for providing 
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2 
failover across clusters has been to use a third-party solution, 
such as Java Database Connectivity (JDBC) persistence. In 
this workaround, customers were forced to use JDBC persis 
tence along with a third-party database solution such as Veri 
tas’ Volume Replicator product, or EMC’s Symmetrix 
Remote Data Facility, to replicate session state from one site 
to another (by writing session information through JDBC to 
the database, replicating the database across the sites, and 
reading the session information back, again through JDBC). 
However, the need to integrate these different technologies 
from multiple vendors is not satisfactory from a performance 
or reliability standpoint. 
What is needed therefore are solutions for those applica 

tion server customers who need high availability across clus 
ters, and across multiple geographic locations, while also 
requiring high performance for HTTP sessions. 

SUMMARY 

As disclosed herein, the invention provides a system and 
method for enabling site failover in an application server or 
clustered environment. In addition to providing HTTP ses 
sion state replication across servers within a cluster, the 
invention provides the ability to replicate HTTP session state 
across multiple clusters. This improves high-availability and 
fault tolerance by allowing clusters to be spread across mul 
tiple geographic regions, power grids, and Internet service 
providers. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE FIGURES 

FIG. 1 shows an illustration of a system for enabling site 
failover in an application server environment, in accordance 
with an embodiment of the invention. 

FIG. 2 shows an illustration of a system for cluster failover 
between metropolitan area networks (MANs) or local area 
networks (LANs), in accordance with an embodiment of the 
invention. 

FIG. 3 shows an illustration of a system for cluster failover 
within a wide area network (WAN), in accordance with an 
embodiment of the invention. 

FIG. 4 shows an illustration of an example implementation 
of cluster failover between MANs/LANs, in accordance with 
an embodiment of the invention. 

FIG. 5 shows an illustration of an example implementation 
of cluster failover within a WAN, in accordance with an 
embodiment of the invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

As disclosed herein, the invention provides a system and 
method for enabling site failover in an application server or 
clustered environment. In addition to providing HTTP ses 
sion state replication across servers within a cluster, the 
invention provides the ability to replicate HTTP session state 
across multiple clusters. This improves high-availability and 
fault tolerance by allowing clusters to be spread across mul 
tiple geographic regions, power grids, and Internet service 
providers. 

In a traditional system, each server in the cluster replicates 
the session state to another server within the cluster. Within 
either a metropolitan area network (MAN), or a large area 
network (LAN), a technique referred to as MAN Hypertext 
Transfer Protocol (HTTP) Session State Replication provides 
a way for application server customers to replicate state 
across clusters. This is particularly useful when the customers 
would like to set up primary and secondary servers on oppo 
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site sides of, for example, a street, or other physical dividing 
line. The traditional design forces customers to set up servers 
on both sides of this dividing line to be in the same cluster. 
However, research has shown that, because of security con 
siderations, customers do not like to set up their routers to 
propagate multicast traf?c. As a result they cannot replicate 
across the physical dividing line that separates the MAN into 
two LANS. Customers would like to be able to keep each 
cluster completely isolated, for example, each cluster operat 
ing on a different power grid, or using a different Internet 
Service Provider (ISP), so as to provide higher availability 
without having to sacri?ce performance. As disclosed herein, 
a new MAN HTTP session replication feature allows custom 
ers to do so. 

Furthermore, when using a traditional system, application 
server customers with requirements to fail-over session state 
across data centers must typically rely on a combination of 
JDBC persistence (which is synchronous so that the system 
remains consistent), and third-party products, to replicate the 
database table across clusters geographically separated by 
perhaps several hundred miles within a wide area network 
(WAN), a technique referred to as WAN HTTP Session State 
Replication. Due to the need for synchronous writes, the 
JDBC session persistence scheme is signi?cantly slower than 
in-memory replication. However, research has shown that 
customers would be willing to tolerate a slightly larger failure 
window, if in turn they could get WAN session replication that 
performs better than the synchronous JDBC solution. As 
disclosed herein, a new WAN HTTP session replication fea 
ture uses in-memory replication within a cluster, and in addi 
tion allows each server to asynchronously persist state to a 
database in the secondary cluster. Since the persistence to the 
database is performed asynchronously for WAN replication, 
the system performance is comparable to that of in-memory 
replication, while also being suitable for WAN replication. 
Unlike traditional techniques, the feature is compatible with 
third-party products for data replication, but does not require 
them. 
An administrator can pick one among the two session 

replication schemes based on their particular network con 
?guration. 

FIG. 1 shows an illustration of a system for enabling site 
failover in an application server environment, in accordance 
with an embodiment of the invention. As shown in FIG. 1, the 
system 10 includes a global local balancer (GLB) 12, together 
with one or more local load balancers 14, 16. The load bal 
ancers receive requests from a client 18, and communicate the 
requests to a server in one or more clusters 22, 24. The clusters 
may be in different computing domains 28,30. A replication 
channel 32 allows session state information to be communi 
cated from a ?rst to a cluster to a secondary cluster (for 
example, from a primary to a secondary cluster), to support 
cross-cluster replication in a multi-cluster environment. 
These features are described in further detail below. FIG. 1 
illustrates separate global load balancers and local load bal 
ancers. However, in some embodiments the global load bal 
ancer may also act as, or incorporate the local load balancer, 
and similarly, in some embodiments one of the local load 
balancers may act as the global load balancer, so that the 
system can be implemented with just two load balancers. 

Global Load BalanceriIn a network con?guration that 
supports cross-cluster replication, the global load balancer is 
responsible for balancing HTTP requests across the clusters. 
When a request is received from a client, the global load 
balancer determines which cluster to send it to, based on the 
current number of requests being handled by each cluster. The 
request is then passed to the local load balancer for the chosen 
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4 
cluster. In some embodiments the global load balancer may 
also act as, or incorporate the local load balancer. 

Local Load Balancerohe local load balancer receives 
HTTP requests from the global load balancer, and is respon 
sible for load balancing HTTP requests across the servers 
within a cluster. 

Replication ChanneliIn order to replicate session data 
from one cluster to another, in accordance with an embodi 
ment a replication channel is con?gured to communicate 
session state information from a primary cluster to a second 
ary cluster. The speci?c method used to replicate session 
information depends on which type of cross-cluster replica 
tion is to be implemented, i.e. Metropolitan Area Network 
(MAN) cross-cluster replication, or Wide Area Network 
(WAN) cross-cluster replication, each of which are discussed 
in further detail below. In accordance with some embodi 
ments, a special replication channel is not used; the session 
state information is instead communicated directed between 
the clusters, or by using a general channel. 
FailoveriWhen a particular server within a cluster fails, 

the local load balancer is responsible for transferring the 
request to other servers within a cluster. When an entire 
cluster fails, the local load balancer informs the global load 
balancer not to send any further requests, which effectively 
redirects HTTP requests back to the global load balancer. The 
global load balancer then directs the requests to the secondary 
or backup local load balancer. 

MAN Replication Across Clusters 
Resources within a metropolitan area network (MAN) are 

often in physically separate locations, but are geographically 
close enough that network latency is typically not an issue. As 
such, load balancing within a MAN is often geared towards 
balancing the numbers of requests over the available clusters. 
Network communication in a MAN generally exhibits low 
latency and fast interconnect. Clusters within a MAN can be 
installed in physically separate locations which improves 
availability. To provide failover within a MAN, an embodi 
ment of the present invention provides an in-memory mecha 
nism that works between two separate clusters. This allows 
session state to be replicated synchronously from one cluster 
to another, provided that the network latency is of the order of 
a few milliseconds. The advantage of using a synchronous 
method is that the MAN is more reliable; there is no affect on 
performance; and there is improved reliablity for site failures. 

FIG. 2 shows an illustration of a system for cluster failover 
between metropolitan area networks (MANs) or local area 
networks (LANs), in accordance with an embodiment of the 
invention. As shown in FIG. 2, the system 40 includes a global 
local balancer 42, together with one or more local load bal 
ancers 44, 46 indicated respectively as “Local Load Balancer 
1” and “Local Load Balancer 2”. The load balancers receive 
requests from a client 48, and communicate the requests to a 
server in one of the clusters 52, 54. In the example shown in 
FIG. 2, a ?rst cluster 52, indicated as “Cluster 1”, includes 
three servers 58, 60, 62 or cluster nodes; while a second 
cluster 54, indicated as “Cluster 2”, also includes three serv 
ers 64, 66, 68. Depending on the embodiment, a different 
number of clusters and/or servers within a cluster, could be 
used. 

During MAN replication, a client makes a request 70 
which passes through the global load balancer. The global 
load balancer passes 72 the request to a local load balancer, 
typically based on current system load. In this example, the 
session request is passed to local load balancer 1. The local 
load balancer in turn passes 74 the request to a server within 
a cluster, again typically based on system load, in this 
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example server S1. Once the request reaches server S1, this 
managed server becomes the primary server for this HTTP 
session. This server will handle subsequent requests assum 
ing there are no failures. After the server establishes the HTTP 
session, the current session state is replicated 76 to a desig 
nated secondary server. 

MAN replication relies on global load balancers to main 
tain cluster af?nity, and local load balancers to maintain 
server a?inity. If a server within a cluster fails, then the local 
load balancer is responsible for failing-over that request and 
load balancing to another server in the cluster. If all of the 
servers within a cluster have failed or are unavailable, then the 
global load balancer is responsible for failing-over that 
request and load balancing to another cluster. This ensures 
that failover to another secondary cluster does not occur 
unless the entire primary cluster fails. 

Once a client establishes a connection through a load bal 
ancer to a cluster, then the client should maintain stickiness to 
that cluster as long as it is healthy. In accordance with an 
embodiment, this information is stored in an HTTP session 
cookie. 

MAN Failover Scenarios 

The following sections describe various failover scenarios 
based on the MAN con?guration in FIG. 2, in accordance 
with an embodiment of the invention. 

Failover Scenario liIf all of the servers in cluster 1 fail, 
then the global load balancer will automatically fail all sub 
sequent session requests to cluster 2. All sessions that have 
been replicated to cluster 2 will be recovered and the client 
will experience no data loss. 

Failover Scenario 2iIn this instance the primary server S1 
is being hosted in cluster 1, and the secondary server S6 is 
being hosted in cluster 2. If S1 crashes, then any other server 
in cluster 1 (S2 or S3) can pick up the request and retrieve the 
session data from server S6. Server S6 will continue to be the 
backup server. 

Failover Scenario 3iIn this instance the primary server S1 
is being hosted in cluster 1, and the secondary server S6 is 
being hosted in cluster 2. If the secondary server S6 fails, then 
the primary server S1 will automatically select a new second 
ary server in cluster 2. Upon receiving a client request, the 
session information will be backed up on the new secondary 
server. 

Failover Scenario 4iIf the communication between the 
two clusters fails, then the primary server will automatically 
replicate session state to a new secondary server within the 
local cluster. Once the communication between the two clus 
ters is enabled, subsequent client request states will be repli 
cated on the remote cluster. 

Failover Scenario SiIn this instance the primary is being 
hosted by server S1 in cluster 1 and the secondary is hosted by 
server S4 in cluster 2. If servers 1 crashes, and any of the load 
balancers fails the request to the second cluster, then any 
server (S4, S5, S6) can handle the request. If the load balancer 
redirects the request to the actual secondary, then the second 
ary will become the new primary and choose a new secondary 
server in cluster 1 among S2 and S3. If the request doesn’t get 
redirected to the correct secondary in cluster 2, then the third 
server (either S5, or S6) will copy the session from the origi 
nal secondary server (S4) in cluster 2, and create a new 
secondary in cluster 1. 

Failover Scenario 6: If the requests are redirected to the 
wrong server, then the system attempts to salvage the session 
from primary or secondary server depending on the availabil 
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6 
ity of the servers. Attempts can be made to clean up the 
session state on any old primary and secondary servers for 
ef?ciency reasons. 

Table 1 included inAppendixA lists some additional MAN 
events that may happen in the MAN replication environment, 
together with possible contexts, and the probable or con?g 
ured outcome. 

WAN Replication Across Clusters 
Resources in a wide area network (WAN) are frequently 

spread across separate geographical regions. In addition to 
requiring network traf?c to cross long distances, these 
resources are often separated by multiple routers and other 
network bottle necks. As such, load balancing within a WAN 
is often geared towards balancing requests that are best 
handled by clusters in their appropriate geographic region. 
When compared to a MAN or LAN, network communication 
in a WAN generally has a higher latency and slower intercon 
nect. Slower network performance within a WAN makes it 
difficult to use a synchronous replication mechanism such as 
the one described as can be used with a MAN. Instead, an 
embodiment of the present invention provides failover across 
clusters in a WAN by using an asynchronous data replication 
scheme. 

FIG. 3 shows an illustration of a system for cluster failover 
within a wide area network (WAN), in accordance with an 
embodiment of the invention. As shown in FIG. 3, the system 
80 includes a global local balancer 82, together with one or 
more local load balancers 84, 86 indicated respectively as 
“Local Load Balancer 1” and “Local Load Balancer 2”. The 
load balancers receive requests from a client 88, and commu 
nicate the requests to a server in one of the clusters 92, 94. In 
the example shown in FIG. 2, a ?rst cluster 92, indicated as 
“Cluster 1”, includes three servers 100, 102, 104 or cluster 
nodes; while a second cluster 94, indicated as “Cluster 2”, 
also includes three servers 106, 108, 110. Depending on the 
embodiment, a different number of clusters and/or servers 
within a cluster, could be used. Each cluster optionally has a 
database or HTTP session store 114, 116 associated there 
with, indicated as “DB1” and “DB2” respectively, for storing 
session replication information. 

During WAN replication, a client makes a request 120 
which passes through the global load balancer. The global 
load balancer passes 122 the request to a local load balancer, 
typically based on current system load, geographic location, 
or a combination of these and other factors. In this example, 
the session request is passed to local load balancer 1. The 
local load balancer in turn passes 124 the request to a server 
within a cluster, again typically based on system load, in this 
instance server S1. Once the request reaches S1, this managed 
server becomes the primary server for this HTTP session. 
This server will handle subsequent requests assuming there 
are no failures. After the server establishes the HTTP session, 
the current session state is replicated 126 to the designated 
secondary server. 

The asynchronous data replication scheme uses 
in-memory replication within a ?rst cluster and periodically 
(using for example, a ?ush-timeout, or number of requests) 
makes a remote request to a backup second cluster to persist 
the session state to the database. The clients block for in 
memory session replication to the secondary server in the 
cluster, and do not block to persist state to the database. The 
database is not used as a data transfer mechanism; it merely 
serves as a local session data store in the respective clusters. 
Requests are made periodically, since the latency between 
clusters is too expensive to do synchronous replication. 
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If both the primary and secondary server crash at the same 
time, updates made to the session since the last ?ush period 
will be lost. If the communication link between two clusters 
fail, data replication across sites will be temporarily inter 
rupted. However, once the communication link comes 
backup, all the pending data replication requests will be com 
pleted. 

In accordance with an embodiment, after state is persisted 
locally, third-party database solutions such as those from 
EMC or Veritas can be used to replicate the session data 
across clusters. By default, however the inter-cluster session 
state transfer will be handled by the application servers them 
selves, without a need for third-party solutions. In accordance 
with an embodiment, all primary servers in the cluster are 
responsible for ?ushing the session state to persistent store 
periodically. Once a client establishes a session in cluster 1, 
the load balancer should not fail over the request to cluster 2, 
unless cluster 1 is unavailable. 

WAN Failover Scenarios 
The following sections describe various failover scenarios 

based on the WAN con?guration in FIG. 3, in accordance 
with an embodiment of the invention. 

Failover Scenario liIf all of the servers in cluster 1 fail, 
then the global load balancer will automatically fail all sub 
sequent session requests to cluster 2. Sessions are recoverable 
up to the last known ?ush to the database or HTTP session 
store. The ?ush timeout represents the timeout difference 
between in-memory replication and database-based replica 
tion. 

Failover Scenario 2iIn this instance, the primary server 
S1 is being hosted in cluster 1, and the secondary server S2 is 
also being hosted in cluster 1. If server S1 crashes, then S2 
will become the new primary server. The session state will be 
backed up on a new secondary sever. 

Failover Scenario 3iIn this instance, the primary is being 
hosted by a ?rst Server S1 in cluster 1 and the secondary is 
hosted by Server S3 in cluster 1. If server S1 crashes, and the 
request gets redirected to server S2, server S2 will become the 
new primary and the state will be backed on a new secondary 
server. 

Failover Scenario 4iIn this instance the primary is being 
hosted by Server S1 in cluster 1, and the secondary is hosted 
by Server S3, also in cluster 1. If the load balancer sends the 
request to server S2 instead of S1, server S2 copies the session 
from the primary server and creates a backup session on a 
secondary server. Server S2 will also remove the session from 
server S1 and S3. 

Table 2 included inAppendixA lists some additional WAN 
events that may happen in the WAN replication environment, 
together with possible contexts, and the probable or con?g 
ured outcome. 

Typical MAN and WAN Implementations 
As described above, depending on their particular network 

con?guration, an administrator can pick one among the two 
session replication schemes as desired. 

FIG. 4 shows an illustration of an example implementation 
of cluster failover, in accordance with an embodiment of the 
invention, wherein the MAN session replication scheme is 
used. As shown in FIG. 4, the environment 130 includes a 
global local balancer 132, together with one or more local 
load balancers 134, 136, that receive requests from clients, 
including any of a laptop computer 138, workstation 140, 
personal computer 142, iBook 144, PowerMac 146, iMac 
148, or other computing device, and communicate the 
requests to a server in one or more clusters 152, 154, at two 
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8 
different data center locations 156, 158 respectively. In this 
example, the MAN HTTP session replication feature is con 
?gured. 

FIG. 5 shows an illustration of an example implementation 
of cluster failover, in accordance with an embodiment of the 
invention, wherein the WAN session replication scheme is 
used. As shown in FIG. 5, the environment 170 includes a 
global local balancer 172, together with one or more local 
load balancers 174, 176, that again receive requests from 
clients, including any of a laptop computer 138, workstation 
140, personal computer 142, iBook 144, PowerMac 146, 
iMac 148, or other computing device, and communicate the 
requests to a server in one or more clusters 182, 184, at two 
different data center locations 186, 188 respectively. Each 
data center is also associated with a database or HTTP session 
store 190, 192. In this example, the WAN HTTP session 
replication feature is con?gured, which allows the two clus 
ters to be very far apart geographically, for example one in 
Sacramento and the other in Dallas, while still retaining 
HTTP session replication and failover. 
The present invention may be conveniently implemented 

using a conventional general purpose or a specialized digital 
computer or microprocessor programmed according to the 
teachings of the present disclosure. Appropriate software 
coding can readily be prepared by skilled programmers based 
on the teachings of the present disclosure, as will be apparent 
to those skilled in the software art. 

In some embodiments, the present invention includes a 
computer program product which is a storage medium (me 
dia) having instructions stored thereon/ in which can be used 
to program a computer to perform any of the processes of the 
present invention. The storage medium can include, but is not 
limited to, any type of disk including ?oppy disks, optical 
discs, DVD, CD-ROMS, microdrive, and magneto-optical 
disks, ROMs, RAMs, EPROMs, EEPROMs, DRAMs, 
VRAMs, ?ash memory devices, magnetic or optical cards, 
nanosystems (including molecular memory ICs), or any type 
of media or device suitable for storing instructions and/or 
data. 
The foregoing description of the present invention has been 

provided for the purposes of illustration and description. It is 
not intended to be exhaustive or to limit the invention to the 
precise forms disclosed. Many modi?cations and variations 
will be apparent to the practitioner skilled in the art. Particu 
larly, it will be evident that while the examples described 
herein illustrate how the features may be used in a WebLogic 
environment, other application servers, computing environ 
ments, and software development systems may use and ben 
e?t from the invention. The code examples given are pre 
sented for purposes of illustration. It will be evident that the 
techniques described herein may be applied using other code 
languages, and with different code. 
The embodiments were chosen and described in order to 

best explain the principles of the invention and its practical 
application, thereby enabling others skilled in the art to 
understand the invention for various embodiments and with 
various modi?cations that are suited to the particular use 
contemplated. It is intended that the scope of the invention be 
de?ned by the following claims and their equivalence. 

APPENDIX A 

The following tables list additional MAN and WAN events 
that may occur, depending on the particular replication envi 
ronment chosen by the administrator, together with contexts, 
and the probable or con?gured outcome. 
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TABLE 1 

MAN Event Table. 

No. Event in Cluster 1 Context Action triggered in Cluster 2 

1 Add a new server to Cluster 1 & 2 are Servers in cluster 2 will recognize the new 
a cluster running. server in the cluster and all the servers will 

reset their secondary server and reelect a 
new secondary server. 

2 Cluster 2 is not Servers in the local cluster will reelect 
running/suspended/MAN their new secondary server. 
Link Down 

3 Server in the cluster Servers in cluster 2 will recognize the a 
hangs server dropped out of the cluster and 

servers will reelect the secondary server. 
4 Start ?rst server in Second Cluster is One server in the second cluster will 

the cluster running select this server as its backup 
5 Stop a server in the Servers in cluster 2 will recognize that a 

cluster server dropped out of the cluster and 
servers will reelect the secondary server. 

6 Delete a server No effect as the operation is allowed only 
on a server that is not running. 

7 Inter cluster network Partition (MAN Link Servers in a cluster will start replicating to 
connection Down) servers Within the local cluster upon 

receiving a request from the client. Servers 
will also log message when they are 
replicating to a server in the local cluster. 

8 Restored Upon receiving request from the client, 
servers will start replicating the sessions 
to the cluster 2 and delete the secondary 
from the secondary server in the local 
cluster. 

9 Request creates a MAN Link is Up Secondary is created in cluster 2. and 
session on a server state is copied via MAN link 

10 Request creates a MAN Link is Down Secondary is created in cluster 1. 
session on a server 

11 Request served by MAN Link is Up Secondary session in cluster 2 will be 
the server hosting updated 
the primary session 

12 Request served by MAN Link is Down Secondary session will created if it doesn’t 
the server hosting exist in cluster 1 or update the secondary 
the primary session if it exists. 

13 Request gets Primary is Session will be copied from primary server 
redirected to a server alive/Secondary is and the current server will take over as 

other than alive and is reachable primary and a new will be created. If the 
prirnary/secondary request gets redirected to a server in 

cluster 2, the new primary server will be in 
cluster 2 and new secondary server will be 

cluster 1 and vice versa if the request gets 
redirected a server in cluster 1. Session 

on the old primary/secondary server will be 

deleted. 
14 Primary is dead or Session will be copied from secondary 

unreachable/ Secondary server and current server will takeover as 

is alive and the primary and create a new secondary 
reachable server. Depending on the MAN Link, the 

secondary will be created in the back 
cluster or the same cluster. 

15 Prirnary/Secondary Lose session 
dead or unreachable 

16 Request gets Prirnary is alive and Primary and Secondary servers will swap 
redirected to reachable (MAN Link Up) roles 
secondary server 

17 Primary is alive and Secondary will take over as primary server 

unreachable(MAN and create a secondary in the cluster 2.. 
Link Down) 

18 Primary is dead Secondary server will take over as primary 
and will create a new secondary. 

19 Entire cluster is GLB should failover the request to cluster 
shutdown/crashed 2 and a server will take over as primary for 

the requested session without any loss of 
sessions 

20 Local Load balancer Inter cluster Same as #13 
fails communication is up 

21 Inter cluster Same as #14 

communication is 
down 
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TABLE l-continued 

MAN Event Table. 

No. Event in Cluster 1 Context Action triggered in Cluster 2 

22 Communication Failure between one After the GLB fails the request over to 
failures between Local Load Balancer cluster 2, the behavior is same as #13 if 
GLB & Local Load & GLB the inter cluster communication link is up 
balancer and the behavior will be same as #14 ifthe 

link is down. 
23 Failure between both Tough luck 

Local Load Balancers 
and GLB 

24 Communication Inter cluster After the GLB fails the request over to 
failure between Local communication is up cluster 2, the behavior is same as #13 
Load Balancer & the 
Cluster 

24 Inter cluster After the GLB fails the request over to 
communication is cluster 2, the behavior is same as #14 
down 

25 GLB fails Tough luck if there is no backup GLB. 

TABLE 2 

WAN Event Table. 

No. Event in Cluster 1 Context Action Triggered in Cluster 2 

1 Add a new server to Cluster 1 & 2 are Servers in cluster 1 will reelect their 
a cluster running. secondary server and no change in cluster 

2. 
2 Cluster 2 is not Updates to the secondary cluster will not 

running/suspended be propagated until the second cluster 
comes alive. 

3 Server (A) hangs Servers will reelect the secondary server in 
cluster 1. Servers in cluster 2 that are 
using A to persist state will choose a 
different server in cluster 1. 

4 Stop a server in the Servers will recognize that a server 
cluster dropped out of the cluster and servers will 

reelect a new secondary server 

5 Delete a server No effect as the operation is allowed only 
on a server that is not running. 

6 Inter cluster network Partition (WAN Link Servers will log a message and the server 
connection is up) will add the state to the pending update 

list. 
7 Restored (WAN Link All the pending updates will be flushed on 

is down) link restoration 
8 Request creates a WAN Link is Up Creates secondary a server in cluster 1 

session on a server and register the session for batched 
update to cluster 2. 

9 Request creates a WAN Link is Down Creates secondary a server in cluster 1 
session on a server and register the session for batched 

update to cluster 2. 
10 Request served by WAN Link is Up Create/Update session on secondary in 

the server hosting cluster 1 and register the session for 
the primary session batched update to cluster 2 

11 Request served by WAN Link is Down Create/Update session on secondary in 
the server hosting cluster 1 and register the session for 
the primary session batched update to cluster 2 

12 Request gets Primary is Session will be copied from primary server 
redirected to a server alive/Secondary is and new secondary will be created. 
other than alive Session on the old primary/secondary 
primary/secondary server will be delete. 

13 Primary is dead or Session will be copied from secondary 
unreachable/Secondary server and current server will takeover as 

is alive the primary. 
14 Primary/Secondary Lose session 

dead or unreachable 

15 Request gets Primary is alive Primary and Secondary servers will swap 
redirected to roles 
secondary server 

16 Primary is dead Secondary server will take over as primary 
and will create a new secondary. 

17 Entire cluster is GLB should failover the request to cluster 
shutdown/crashed 2 and a server will take over as primary 

after fetching the state from the database. 
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TABLE 2-continued 

WAN Event Table. 

No. Event in Cluster 1 Context Action Triggered in Cluster 2 

18 Request gets Inter cluster Send redirect to the client. 
redirected to cluster 2 communication link is 

up 
19 Inter cluster Salvage the session from the database. 

communication link is 
down 

20 Local Load balancer Inter cluster Customers should have backup load 
fails communication is balancers so that this doesn’t happen. If 

up/down the request fails over to cluster 2, client 
might get stale data. 

21 Communication Failure between one Same as #20 
failures between Local Load Balancer 
GLB & Local Load & GLB 
balancer 

22 Failure between both Tough luck 
Local Load Balancers 
and GLB 

23 Communication Inter cluster Same as #20 
failure between Local communication is 
Load Balancer & the up/down 
Cluster 

24 GLB fails Tough luck if there is no backup GLB. 

What is claimed is: 
1. A system for enabling site failover in an application 

server or clustered environment, comprising: 
a ?rst cluster, including a ?rst plurality of servers executing 

therein that processes requests, and having a ?rst local 
load balancer associated therewith that forwards session 
requests within the ?rst cluster; 

a second cluster, including a second plurality of servers 
executing therein that processes requests, and having a 
second local load balancer associated therewith that for 
wards session requests within the second cluster; 

a replication channel provided between the ?rst cluster and 
the second cluster, which is con?gured to communicate, 
prior to failover, session state information between serv 
ers in the ?rst cluster and servers in the second cluster; 

a global load balancer for distributing the session requests 
to the ?rst and second clusters via their corresponding 
?rst and second local load balancers; 

wherein, when a session is requested, a primary server is 
selected from the ?rst plurality of servers in the ?rst 
cluster to handle requests within the session, and 
wherein the primary server establishes the session and 
subsequently, prior to failover, replicates current session 
information to a secondary server selected from the sec 
ond plurality of servers in the second cluster, via the 
replication channel, for use in enabling site failover 
between the plurality of clusters; 

wherein, for a particular session, each of the global, ?rst 
local, and second local load balancers maintains al?nity 
for subsequent requests within the particular session to 
its primary server, to ensure that the sub sequent requests 
are not transferred to another server in the same cluster, 
or from one cluster to another cluster, unless a site 
failover occurs; and 

wherein 
if the system is con?gured for use in a metropolitan area 

network (MAN), the plurality of clusters are distributed 
on a MAN wherein the session is an HTTP session, and 
wherein the replication channel uses an in-memory rep 
lication that operates between the ?rst cluster and the 
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second cluster, and allows HTTP session state to be 
replicated synchronously from the ?rst cluster to the 
second cluster, and 

if the system is con?gured for use in a wide area network 
(WAN), the plurality of clusters are distributed on a 
WAN wherein each of the plurality of clusters has a 
database associated therewith, that includes session 
information stored therein, which the replication chan 
nel then uses to provide failover across the plurality of 
clusters using asynchronous data replication at periodic 
intervals. 

2. The system of claim 1, wherein, once a request reaches 
a particular one of the servers in either the ?rst cluster or the 
second cluster, the particular server becomes the primary 
server for that session, and the particular server handles sub 
sequent requests assuming there are no failures, and wherein, 
after the server establishes the session, the current session 
state is replicated to a designated secondary server in another 
cluster. 

3. The system of claim 1, wherein, once a client establishes 
a connection to a cluster, then the client maintains stickiness 
to that cluster, using information stored in a cookie at the 
client. 

4. The system of claim 1, wherein the session is an HTTP 
session, and wherein during WAN replication, once the 
request a particular one of the servers in either the ?rst cluster 
or the second cluster, the particular server becomes the pri 
mary server for that HTTP session, and the particular server 
handles subsequent requests assuming there are no failures, 
and wherein, after the server establishes the HTTP session, 
the current session state is replicated to a designated second 
ary server. 

5. A method for enabling site failover in an application 
server or clustered environment, comprising the steps of: 

providing a system including a ?rst cluster, including a ?rst 
plurality of servers executing therein that processes 
requests, and having a ?rst local load balancer associ 
ated therewith that forwards session requests within the 
?rst cluster; 

providing a second cluster, including a second plurality of 
servers executing therein that processes requests, and 
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having a second local load balancer associated therewith 
that forwards session requests within the second cluster; 

providing a replication channel provided between the ?rst 
cluster and the second cluster, which is con?gured to 
communicate, prior to failover, session state information 
between servers in the ?rst cluster and servers in the 
second cluster; 

providing a global load balancer for distributing the session 
requests to the ?rst and second clusters via their corre 
sponding ?rst and second local load balancers; and 

replicating information across the clusters, wherein, when 
a session is requested, a primary server is selected from 
the ?rst plurality of servers in the ?rst cluster to handle 
requests within the session, and wherein the primary 
server establishes the session and subsequently, prior to 
failover, replicates current session information to a sec 
ondary server selected from the second plurality of serv 
ers in the second cluster, via the replication channel, for 
use in enabling site failover between the plurality of 
clusters; 

wherein, for a particular session, each of the global, ?rst 
local, and second local load balancers maintains af?nity 
for subsequent requests within the particular session to 
its primary server, to ensure that the sub sequent requests 
are not transferred to another server in the same cluster, 
or from one cluster to another cluster, unless a site 
failover occurs; and 

wherein 
if the system is con?gured for use in a metropolitan area 

network (MAN), the plurality of clusters are distributed 
on a MAN wherein the session is an HTTP session, and 
wherein the replication channel uses an in-memory rep 
lication that operates between the ?rst cluster and the 
second cluster, and allows HTTP session state to be 
replicated synchronously from the ?rst cluster to the 
second cluster, and 

if the system is con?gured for use in a wide area network 
(WAN), the plurality of clusters are distributed on a 
WAN wherein each of the plurality of clusters has a 
database associated therewith, that includes session 
information stored therein, which the replication chan 
nel then uses to provide failover across the plurality of 
clusters using asynchronous data replication at periodic 
intervals. 

6. The method of claim 5, wherein, once a request reaches 
a particular one of the servers in either the ?rst cluster or the 
second cluster, the particular server becomes the primary 
server for that session, and the particular server handles sub 
sequent requests assuming there are no failures, and wherein, 
after the server establishes the session, the current session 
state is replicated to a designated secondary server in another 
cluster. 

7. The method of claim 5, wherein, once a client establishes 
a connection to a cluster, then the client maintains stickiness 
to that cluster, using information stored in a cookie at the 
client. 

8. The method of claim 5, wherein the session is an HTTP 
session, and wherein during WAN replication, once the 
request a particular one of the servers in either the ?rst cluster 
or the second cluster, the particular server becomes the pri 
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mary server for that HTTP session, and the particular server 
handles subsequent requests assuming there are no failures, 
and wherein, after the server establishes the HTTP session, 
the current session state is replicated to a designated second 
ary server. 

9. A computer readable medium, including instructions 
stored thereon which when read and executed by one or more 
computers, cause the computers to perform the steps com 
prising: 

providing a ?rst cluster, including a ?rst plurality of servers 
executing therein that processes requests, and having a 
?rst local load balancer associated therewith that for 
wards session requests within the ?rst cluster; 

providing a second cluster, including a second plurality of 
servers executing therein that processes requests, and 
having a second local load balancer associated therewith 
that forwards session requests within the second cluster; 

providing a replication channel provided between the ?rst 
cluster and the second cluster, which is con?gured to 
communicate, prior to failover, session state information 
between servers in the ?rst cluster and servers in the 
second cluster; 

providing a global load balancer for distributing the session 
requests to the ?rst and second clusters via their corre 
sponding ?rst and second local load balancers; and 

replicating information across the clusters, wherein, when 
a session is requested, a primary server is selected from 
the ?rst plurality of servers in the ?rst cluster to handle 
requests within the session, and wherein the primary 
server establishes the session and subsequently, prior to 
failover, replicates current session information to a sec 
ondary server selected from the second plurality of serv 
ers in the second cluster, via the replication channel, for 
use in enabling site failover between the plurality of 
clusters; 

wherein, for a particular session, each of the global, ?rst 
local, and second local load balancers maintains af?nity 
for subsequent requests within the particular session to 
its primary server, to ensure that the sub sequent requests 
are not transferred to another server in the same cluster, 
or from one cluster to another cluster, unless a site 
failover occurs; and 

wherein 
if the system is con?gured for use in a metropolitan area 

network (MAN), the plurality of clusters are distributed 
on a MAN wherein the session is an HTTP session, and 
wherein the replication channel uses an in-memory rep 
lication that operates between the ?rst cluster and the 
second cluster, and allows HTTP session state to be 
replicated synchronously from the ?rst cluster to the 
second cluster, and 

if the system is con?gured for use in a wide area network 
(WAN), the plurality of clusters are distributed on a 
WAN wherein each of the plurality of clusters has a 
database associated therewith, that includes session 
information stored therein, which the replication chan 
nel then uses to provide failover across the plurality of 
clusters using asynchronous data replication at periodic 
intervals. 
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